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IN THE SUPREME COURT 
OF THE 
STATE OF UTAH 
JUDITH H. DIENES and 
DIANNE D. McMAIN, 
Plaintiffs and Appellants, 
vs. 
SAFECO LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, a Washington 
cm·poration, 
Defendant and Respondent. 
Case No. 
11048 
RESPONDENT'S PETITION FOR 
REHEARING AND SUPPORTING BRIEF 
Defendant and Respondent, Safeco Life Insur-
ance Company, a Washington corporation, by and 
through its counsel of record and pursuant to Rule 
76 ( e), U.R.C.P., respectfully Petitions this Honor-
able Court for a rehearing in the above-entitled 
cause upon the ground that the decision rendered 
by the Court June 10, 1968 is in error in holding 
that the Plaintiffs' theory of the case was not pre-
sented to the jury and in failing to sustain the jury 
verdict when there is sufficient evidence to support 
it. 
WHEREFORE, Respondent requests that a re-
l 
hearing be granted and that the Court re-examine 
the law and evidence and affirm the trial court 
judgment entered on the jury verdict. 
HANSON & BALDWIN 
By ________ _ 
Attorneys for 
Defendant and Respondent 
702 Kearns Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
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